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The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

Claims 9-10 and 20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by 
Farley. Farley discloses a thermostat system having a first means for providing a 
modulated output and a second means for providing a non-modulated output such that 
one heating or cooling source is proportionally controlled and the other heating or 
cooling sources are controlled in an on/off manner (see col. 1, lines 47-56). 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 1-5 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Flanders in view of Farley. Flanders discloses a control system in which the 
thermostat provides different temperature setpoints for different times of the day and 
week and controls the valves of the heating system burners in response to the required 
heating demand. Farley teaches a thermostat system having a first means for providing 
a modulated output and a second means for providing a non-modulated output such 
that one heating or cooling source is proportionally controlled and the other heating or 
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cooling sources are controlled in an on/off manner. It would have been obvious to one 
of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to have modified the 
system of Flanders such that it included the use of a thermostat system having a first 
means for providing a modulated output and a second means for providing a non- 
modulated output such that one heating valve is proportionally controlled and the other 
heating valves are controlled in an on/off manner in view of the teachings of Farley. 

Claims 6 and 7 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Flanders in view of Farley as applied to claim 1 above, and further in view of Shyu. 
Shyu teaches controlling both temperature and humidity setpoints in a time dependent 
manner (see col.7, lines 20-57). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in 
the art at the time the invention was made to have modified the system of Flanders such 
that it included controlling both temperature and humidity setpoints in a time dependent 
manner in view of the teachings of Shyu. 

Claim 8 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Flanders 
in view of Farley and Shyu as applied to claim 7 above, and further in view of Kline et al. 
Kline teaches the use of a personal digital assistant in order to provide user interface to 
a climate control system (see col. 4, lines 3-21 ). It would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to have modified the system 
of Flanders such that it included the use of a personal digital assistant in order to 
provide user interface to the climate control system in view of the teachings of Kline. 

Claim 11 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Farley 
as applied to claim 10 above, and further in view of Kline as applied to claim 8 above. 
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Claims 12-14 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Farley as applied to claim 10 above, and further in view of Shyu as applied to claim 6 
above. 

Claim 21 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Farley 
as applied to claim 20 above, and further in view of Roh et al. Roh teaches the use of 
an infrared transmitter to provide user interface to a temperature control processor (see 
60, 70, 30, 20, 10). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to have modified the system of Farley such that it included 
the use of an infrared transmitter to provide user interface to the temperature control 
processor in view of the teachings of Roh. 

Claims 15-18 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Farley in view of Shyu as applied to claim 14 above, and further in view of Kline et al as 
applied to claim 8 above. 

Claim 19 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Farley in 
view of Shyu and Kline et al as applied to claim 18 above, and further in view of Roh et 
al as applied to claim 21 above. 

Claims 22-24 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over as 
over Farley in view of Roh et al applied to claim 21 above, and further in view of Kline et 
al as applied to claim 8 above. 

Claims 25-26 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over as 
over Farley in view of Roh et al and Kline et al applied to claim 24 above, and further in 
view of Shyu as applied to claim 6 above. 
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Claims 27, 28 and 32 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Maciulewicz in view of Pouchak. Maciulewicz discloses a plurality of thermostats 
connected through a network communication bus to a master controller 12 that controls 
the heating/ cooling system 28 in response to the temperature control demands of the 
system. Pouchak teaches the use of a sequencer in order to control a heating system 
in response to heating load on the system. It would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to have modified the system 
of Maciulewicz such that it included the use of a sequencer in order to control a heating 
system in response to heating load on the system in view of the teachings of Pouchak. 

Claims 29-31 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) as being unpatentable over 
Maciulewicz in view of Pouchak as applied to claim 28 above, and further in view of 
Kline et al as applied to claim 8 above. 




Harry Tanner 
May 24, 2004 
703-308-2622 



